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REMARKS 

Claims 1-20 are pending in the present application. 

Claims 1-5, 1 1-17 and 19-20 were amended herein. 

Reconsideration of the claims is respectfully requested. 

37 C.F.R. § 1.75(c) (Dependent Claims) 

Claims 2 and 14 were objected under 37 C.RR.§ 1.75(c) as being of improper dependent 
form. This rejection is respectfully traversed. 

The Office Action asserts that the limitation within claims 2 and 14 that the transaction 
requests include personal billing information from the customer is contradictory to claims 1 and 13, 
which recite the absence of customer's personal billing information. However, claims 1 and 1 3 each 
recite separate transaction requests from the customer and from the one or more vendors, and specify 
only that "the transaction requests from the one or more vendor systems do not include personal 
billing information for the customer." Claims 2 and 14 recite that "personal billing information for 
the customer is contained within the transaction request from the customer " Claims 2 and 14 are 
therefore NOT contradictory to claims 1 and 13, since the claim limitations at issue relate to the 
content of separate transaction requests. 

Although not required, claims 1-2 and 13-14 have been amended (without altering the scope 
of the amended claim limitations) to include the modifier "customer" and "vendor" for the different 
transaction requests, to clarify the difference therebetween. 
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Therefore, the objection to claims 2 and 14 under 37 C.F.R. § 1.75(c) has been overcome. 
35 U.S.C. S 101 (Statutory Subject Matter) 

Claims 1-12 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 101 as being directed to non-statutory subject 
matter. This rejection is respectfully traversed. 

The Office Action asserts that the Applicants' definition of the claim term "controller" to 
encompass software or firmware causes the claims to be directed to "[sjoftware per se" and therefore 
encompassing non-statutory subject matter. However, the function in each of independent claims 
1 and 11-12 is recited in the active voice (i.e., "receiving"). Software per se is incapable of 
performing any function. Accordingly, the claims are necessarily limited to special purpose 
hardware formed by execution of software or firmware, and do not encompass software per se. 

Therefore, the rejection of claims 1-12 under 35 U.S.C. § 101 has been overcome. 

35 U.S.C. § 102 (Anticipation) 

Claims 1-12 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent 
Application Publication No. 2002/01 1 1907 to Ling. This rejection is respectfully traversed. 

A claim is anticipated only if each and every element is found, either expressly or inherently 
described, in a single prior art reference. The identical invention must be shown in as complete 
detail as is contained in the claim. MPEP § 2131 at p. 2100-67 (8 th ed. rev. 6 September 2007). 

Independent claims 1 and 13 each recite that the customer and vendor transaction requests 
received by the payment processing controller contain a unique transaction identifier for the 
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electronic sales transaction. Such a feature is not found in the cited reference. Ling teaches using 
electronic tokens to facilitate payment processing. Ling contains no teaching as to what constitutes 
such electronic tokens. Moreover, the transaction identifiers that are described within Ling are not 
necessarily unique to a particular transaction as recited in the claims, since the "transaction ID" in 
Ling is only described as containing the content title or product ID and the amount of the transaction 
(see paragraph [00151]), which information could be common to a number of transactions. Still 
further, Ling teaches that the transaction identifiers described therein are created by the 
micropayment server 80 (see paragraph [0176]), not received by the payment processing controller 
in the customer and vendor transaction requests as recited in the claims. 

Claims 1 1 and 1 9 each recite dynamically determining a payment amount from the customer 
to the one or more vendors for the electronic sales transaction from a pricing and terms policy 
defined by each of the one or more vendors. Such a feature is not found in the cited reference. The 
cited portion of Ling relates to royalty payments from the micropayment service provider to third 
party intellectual property right owners, not payments from the customer. 

Claims 12 and 20 each recite resolving a payment from the customer for the electronic sales 
transaction across the contact vendor and each of the one or more supplying vendors transparently 
to the customer. Such a feature is not found in the cited reference. The cited portion of Ling does 
not teach "maintaining the appearance of the 'contact' vendor as the source for the content 
purchased." 
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Therefore, the rejection of claims 1-20 under 35 U.S.C. § 102 has been overcome. 

If any issues arise, or if the Examiner has any suggestions for expediting allowance of this 
Application, the Applicant respectfully invites the Examiner to contact the undersigned at the 
telephone number indicated below or at dvenglarik@munckbutrus.com. 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any additional fees connected with this 
communication or credit any overpayment to Deposit Account No. 50-0208. 



P.O. Drawer 800889 

Dallas, Texas 75380 

(972) 628-3621 (direct dial) 

(972) 628-3600 (main number) 

(972) 628-3616 (fax) 

E-mail : dvenglarik@munckbutrus. com 



Respectfully submitted, 



Munck Butrus Carter, P.C. 
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